It is extremely rare that an idea is truly new; almost all are founded on ideas that came before. Somewhere, somehow the new ideas we bring forward have been nurtured through personal and professional experiences-things we have read, heard, been taught, or arrived at in exchange with others. Appropriately attributing ideas to their creators is foundational to ethical publishing; it is achieved in one of two ways: accurate citations of preexisting work and thoughtful consideration of the authorship of new work. In scholarly publications, citations are used to provide specific attribution to those individuals and groups whose works have been a catalyst for the emerging ideas. Providing the correct attribution for ideas that have gone before is essential and is correctly done when attributions are to primary sources. The practice of attributing work to those who have cited the original work (i.e., secondary sources) is inappropriate; authors should always return to primary sources or, at the very least, indicate the primary source by use of the ''as cited in'' format. Individuals who have made a direct intellectual contribution to the development of the new ideas and findings are distinguished by being listed as an author of the new work. Thus, ethical writing involves clear attributions to the authors of the previous work that was used in creating the new knowledge through citation and to individuals who contributed to the new work in significant ways through authorship. Failure to do either could constitute plagiarism.
Ethical publishing involves bringing into the public domain work that is ethically written. The Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE; n.d.-a), which originated out of the United Kingdom, has over 9,000 members (editors of academic journals and those interested in publication ethics) across academic fields, worldwide. COPE advises editors and publishers on ethical publishing, specifically on ''research and publication misconduct'' (COPE, n.d.-a, para. 2). They have created flowcharts to support editors if they suspect ethical violations in the writing of submitted manuscripts (see COPE, n.d.-b) . As an active member of COPE, Sage Publications, and thus the Canadian Journal of Occupational Therapy (CJOT), uses COPE guidelines (see COPE, 2011) when investigating any suspected breaches in ethical writing. Two important areas of ethical publication practices are authorship and plagiarism.
Authorship
Authorship-the list of those who have directly made an intellectual contribution to the work being published-can be difficult to determine if many people have offered substantive contributions to the ideas and/or analysis disseminated in the manuscript. The order of authorship is intended to reflect the extent of the contribution, with the first author often the main contributor to the manuscript writing. However, determining who should be included as an author has significant implications, involving credit received as well as public responsibility for the work published. As outlined by the International Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE; n.d.), ''authorship confers credit and has important academic, social, and financial implications. Authorship also implies responsibility and accountability for published work'' (Section 1).
The ICMJE (n.d.) provides four criteria for authorship: (a) ''Substantial contributions to the conception or design of the work; or the acquisition, analysis, or interpretation of data for the work''; (b) ''Drafting the work or revising it critically for important intellectual content''; (c) ''Final approval of the version to be published''; and (d) ''Agreement to be accountable for all aspects of the work in ensuring that questions related to the accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are appropriately investigated and resolved'' (Section 2). Further, the ICMJE suggests that all authors should be able to identify the contributions of the other authors and have confidence in their contributions. The senior or corresponding author must ensure that no individuals are omitted as authors because they were not asked to revise or approve the manuscript: ''All individuals who meet the first criterion should have the opportunity to participate in the review, drafting, and final approval of the manuscript'' (Section 2). Any other contributors should be listed in the Acknowledgements section with their contribution specifically delineated. All authors and contributors must give their approval to the corresponding author, or designate, for the inclusion of their name on the manuscript. It is unethical practice to include individuals as authors who do not meet the four criteria above or to not include individuals who do, unless they specifically decline to be named.
Plagiarism
Plagiarism is a particular instance of the failure to accurately attribute ideas to others, be it previously published work, through citation, or peers and colleagues, through authorship. In publishing, plagiarism is generally defined as the recopying of text or data that are not accurately acknowledged as being from the original work. The act of plagiarism occurs along a continuum of severity of text-copying practices without correct citation to the original source. ''Clear plagiarism'' involves the ''unattributed use of large portions of text and/or data, presented as if they were by the plagiarist.'' (COPE, 2013, p. 1). For CJOT, a clear citation requires the author(s), date, and page/paragraph number included within the text of the article and the full reference contained in the reference list. On the other end of the plagiarism continuum, ''minor copying of short phrases'' is viewed as less severe (COPE, 2013, p. 1) . In some instances, the recopying of short phrases of six or seven words, or less, may be preferred to ''weak'' paraphrasing, for example, when describing materials or technical or procedural aspects of methods that follow a strict protocol or when information is deemed ''common knowledge'' within a field (Wager, 2014) . In these situations, attempts at paraphrasing may be difficult or problematic. Many plagiarism issues are unintentional and involve ''cut and paste'' from other original sources and/or ''weak'' or minimal paraphrasing attempts. The former may occur when a writer reads a manuscript of interest and pulls ideas from that manuscript directly without appending the correct citation. Through the process of writing, this excerpt may or may not be altered, leading to an issue of plagiarism. Issues of ''weak'' paraphrasing occur quite often in background sections of manuscripts when authors are summarizing the findings of another article or due to writing in one's second language. Changing two or three words does not constitute paraphrasing; however, direct quotations of works should be used only when the verbatim recopying is significant to the argument or when it is not possible to adequately paraphrase, that is, convey the same meaning using completely different phrasing. Other general attribution errors involve the overuse of secondary sources, the incorrect placement of a citation, providing recent citations for ''long-ago'' ideas now viewed as ''common knowledge'' in the field, and citing an edited text in place of an authored chapter in that work. Although often done unintentionally or naively, inaccurate attributions that do not accurately cite the ideas being expressed can also be damaging to the quality of a scholarly work.
The CJOT Commitment
CJOT is fully committed to ethical publishing, as is our publisher, Sage. Guided by the standards and practices laid out by COPE, we attend carefully to issues of both authorship and plagiarism. Accordingly, CJOT is adopting two new practices.
Regarding authorship. Upon submission, the delineation of the contribution of each author to the manuscript will be required to be included with the authorship information. If requests for change-addition or deletion-in authorship are received following the submission of a manuscript, the corresponding author will be asked to provide the reason in writing for the change, and consent for the change in authorship will be required from all authors, including the individual(s) involved in the change (see COPE, n.d.-b, 2011) .
Regarding plagiarism. As mentioned in the December 2014 editorial, CJOT is now using iThenticate to randomly screen manuscripts submitted to the journal for review. iThenticate is a text-matching software that uses an algorithm to match phrases of approximately seven words or more. If a work is found with suspicious text, the editor will follow the relevant COPE flowchart to resolve the issue (COPE, n.d.-b) . However, that is only one side of the plagiarism coin-work published in CJOT can also be plagiarized, an issue much more difficult to address, and one we call on our CJOT community to help address.
The editorial team at CJOT recognizes that while we are committed to taking action to ensure ethical publication, we cannot do it alone: We need you-our readers, reviewers, and authors-to act with us. Thus, we charge you, our authors, to be ethical in your writing and you, our reviewers, to be alert in your consideration of manuscripts. Most importantly, we charge you, our readers, to draw to our attention any works that you find suspect, be it work published in CJOT or work from CJOT that is published elsewhere.
